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REMARKS 

Apnhcants thank the Examiner for the very thorough consideration given the present 
apphcation. Claims 10-18, and 21-24 are now present m this application. Clanns 1. 2, and 6 
t'lL radopci doK' h\ Lns anieudmenl dairrs9 1^\ and ^0 have been canceled clann^ 1 '',6 lO, 
and 11 ha\e bcto dncnded and clauns 22-24 have been added Reconsideration of this 
application, as amended, is respectfuily reqiiested. 

Request for V/ithdrawal of Finality of Office Action 

Applicants respectfully submit that present amendment is being filed concurrently with a 
Request for Continued E.\amination. Accordingly, withdrawal of the fmality of the previous Office 
Action, and an 0(ne(; Action on the ments, with respect to claintb 1-8, 10-! 8, and 21-24 are 
respecttlilly requested. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicants thaisk the Examiner and his Supervisor for the courtesies extended to Applicants' 
representative during the personal interview, which was conducted on January 20, 2010. An 
Examiner Interview Simmary was made of record as Paper No. 20100120, 

During the intei-view. Applicants' representative proposed changes to the claims to place the 
claims in compliance with 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, and to overcome the prior art 
rejections of record. In particulaf, the Examiner agreed tlaat the amendments to the claims overcame 
the rejections under 35 US.C. § 102. 

Regarding the rejections under 35 U.S.C. ^ 103(a), the Examiner agreed that il he were able 

to -sQiii} t.ial I ig 6 \,as a detailed view oi the chain 13. as opposed to some ot'ier v\einp}ai> 

embodiment of the belt 50, then Apphcants arguments; regarding the combmations based on Anpo 

were persuaisivc In pa,ticular, duimg the mtcr\aew, Applicants provided a partial translation of the 

lefcrences descnbmg the lelationship of the belt 50, load blocks 14, and chains 1 3, as follows 

One embodiment of the transmission belt 50 of the present 
invention is illustrated in f-igs. 2 to 5. The transmission belt 50 
incluoes: two (2) eliams 13 which comprise a plurality oi links iO; 
and a number of load blocks 14 attached to the chains 13. Bach of 
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ihe two chains ] 3 is inseiled in a chain-insertion portion situated 
on eaca suie of the load blocks 14 to fonn the ti-ansmission belt. 

(See Fig. 5) 



and 



'ihe transmission belt 5U described above passes around two (2) 
pulleys 52 and 54 when used, as shown in Fig. 11. The pulleys 52 
and 54 coraprise fixed conical members 52a and 54a. respectively, 
and movable conical members 52b and 54b, respectively; thereby 
foraiing opposed conical surfaces 32 and 34. and 32' and 34". 
Tapered surfeces 14a are provided at both sides of the load blocks 
14 so as to be in contact witih the conical surfaces 32^ 34, 32' and 
34 ' of the pulleys. 

Therefore, it is the load blocks 14 tiiat prQ\'idethe transmission offeree and not the pins 12 
of the individual chains. For at least this reason. Applicants' representative submitted that one of 
ordinary skill m the an would not look to modify Van Rooij to provide pins having different shapes 
as disclosed by Anpo. 

Fiffthermore, /mpo discloses that Oiitside link plates 1 Ob are provided such that any of the 
three kmds ot joint pms can be press-fitted As buch, Applicants' representatrve argued that the 
focus of AnDO IS not on the particular shapes or ngidities of the lomt pms and how they atfect the 
TOwu tiansmis^ioi \-, sul'i one of ordinal s -.kill m the il \^ u! n ! ok o i i i • i Rooij to 
provide the pms as set lorth m independent claims 1.2. and o based on the teachings ot Anpo, 

The claims have been ainended sn the manner discussed dunng the mten'iew. and are 
bel'c\ea to platv inc application mto condition for allovsancc A.ccording}y reconsideidtion and 
allowance ot the present apphcation are respectflilly requested. 

Rcjectioti Under 35 IJ.S.C. § 112, Ist Paragraph 

(1 n ^ 0 d S '"0 -tind i ejected under 35 U S C § 112, 1st Paragraph This 

rejection is respecttul! v traversea. 

1 he lixammer states that tne ciaims appear to require that the either the nrst or second 
pms are tne triction contact member or that there is a 3"' pin that is noi tusclosed m ihe 
speciiieation ana is not shown m the drawings. 
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in order to o\crcomc this rejection, .Applicants have amended ciain: () to rename the 
second pins as strips, vvhich ks supported m the specification and drawings, and to define the first 
pins as conespondmg to the claimed friction transmission members, which is supported and 
shown in the drawing'!. 

\pplKanls 'c pv-V'i h sjomil that the claims, as amendeci, aic enabied ant Ml\ 
-iuppoiicd by c'nd adcjuaicly ocscnbcd in the written description of the invention AccoiJingi\, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejeetion are respectfully requested. 

ReiectiDn Under 35 S 112, 2"^ Paragraph 

Claims 6-11 and .18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 2"*^ Paragraph This 
reiection is respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner has set forth certain instances wherein the claim language is not cleai-ly 
understood. 

In order to overcome this rejection. Applicants have amended claim 6 as discussed during 
the intemew to correct each of the deficiencies specifically pointed out by the Examiner 
regarding the pins, hi addition, claim 1 1 has been amended to make clear that the claimed power 
transmission chain is the chain defined in claim 1 . 

Applicants rc ipocttully submit that the claims, as amended, particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicants regard as the invention. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and Wi thdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S,C. SS 102 and 103 

Claims 1-5. 11-17, and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § i02a7) as hcing anticHiatcd by 
Greiter, claims 5. 11. 12, 15, 16, and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being 
anticipated by Anpo: claims 6-10 mid 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103U) as bemg 
unpatentable over Greiter in view of Van Rooij; claims 4, 13, 14, and 17 stand rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anpo in view ofZiram.er; claims 6-9 and 18-20 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anpo in view of Van Rooij; claim 10 
stands rejected under 3 5 U .S.C. § i 03(a) as bemg unpatentable over Anpo in view of Van llooij and 

Birch, Stewart, Kdiaseh &. Birch. UP 



Application No. 10/576.029 Docket Mo.: 4?3 i-U 132PUi> 1 

Amendment due Jaiiuarv 2 1 . 20 10 Page ! 1 

After Final Oftsce Aciion of Aueusf 21. 2009 

iLilncrin vicv ol ZimiPC, claims 1 i 5 9 11, P, IS, 10, and iS-21 stand icjccicf mdu '^'^ ( 
^ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van Rooij m view of Anpo; and claims 4, 10. 13, 14. and 17 
stand rejetled undei 3' U S C § 103(a) as being unpatem ib'o oxer Van Rooij m \icw of Anpo and 
furtiier in view of Zinnner. lliese rejections are re.speciKiUy rraversed. 

(. (. n p tc list sbions ot the Examiner's rejections arc set iorth in the Office Action, and arc 
not oemg i-epeaieo here;. 

While not conceding the appropnatencss of the Examiner's rejection, but merely to advance 
prosecution oi the mstfUit application, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 9, 19, and 20 have 
been cance'led, thus icndenng portions of these rejections moot Accordingly reconsideiation and 
withdrawal ot these po-tions oi the rejections are respecttullv requested. 

'While not conceding the appropnaieness of the n.Kaminer s reiection. but merely lo advance 
piosocu^on oi the irstmt c^pplication A.pplicants rcspcclIulK saon it tha' ncepe.idcnt claims 1 2 
aPti 6 nave been amended as dii^cussed duimg tlie personal uitci-vicw \Mth tlic hxaminei Applicants 
respectfully submit that combmations of elements as set forth m independent claims 1, 2,. and 6 are 
not d sclosed oi n adt ( us h\ J ^ pnor art of record, including Greiter Van Rooij, and Anpo, as 
discussed moie tu 1\ (. I'u K i(.i>on^5 interview Accordmgl)- reconsideration and withd awal of 
this reieclion are respecthiilv requestea. 

Wnh .egaid t( dependent claims 3-5 8 10-18, and 21, \ppiicants subm t that ties^ 
claims depend, either directly or indirectly, from independent claim 1, 2. or 6. which are 
allowable tor the reasons set forth above,, and therefore these clarms are allowable based on their 
dependence fiom clam 1, 2 or 6 as well as for their additionally recited subject mattei 
Reconsideration and allowance thereof are respectfully requested. 

Claims 22-24 

(Claims 22-24 ;iave been added for the tixammer's consideration. Appiicants submit that 
claims 22-24 depend from independent claims: 1 , 2, and 6, respectively, and are therefbre allowable 
based on their dependeace from claim 1 , 2. or 6, which are believed to be allowable. 

In addition, clams 22-24 recite further limitation? which are not disclosed or made obvious 
by the applied prior art references. 
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C onsidcration and allowance of claims 22-24 are respectfully requested. 



Conclusiofl 



All of the stated grounds of rejection have been propeiiy traversed, accoinmodated, or 
rendered moot. Applicants therefore respectfully request that the Bxaminer reconsider all presently 
outstanding rejections .md that they be withdrawn, it is believed that a full and coinpleie response 
has been made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the present application is in condition 
for allowance. 

If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that peisond comTmmication will expedite 
piosv(.tit (. 1 if i! s ip{ 1 L u >p ! ^airaner nnited to telephone Chad D Wells, Registration 
No. at (703) 2C5-80()0, m the Washington, D.C. area. 

Prompt and favoiablo consideration of this \nicndment is rcspcctflilly icqu^stcd 
Lt nccessarv, the Commissioner is hereby authon/cd m thib, concurrent and future lephes 
to chai-ge payment or credit any overpayment to DefX)sit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
ices required under 37 G.F.R. ^sj 1.16 or 1.17; particulai-ly, extension of time fees. 

Dated Jdnuaiy21,20i0 Respectfully si'bn:Mtted. 



B\ ' ^ 

Paul C. Lewis 
Registration iNo.; 43,3{)8 

BIRCH, STEWART, KDLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicants 
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